344                 Panchapadika

Objection z ^The 'tvam padartha9 (thou) has the
samsarga with such a 'tat padartha' (that) referred to.
While rejecting such a samsarga, the passage declares that
this is the 'anartha hetu% called agrahana (non-apprehen-
sion) and anyatha grahana (apprehending otherwise). To
establish the identity, this sentence rejects the cause of
'anartha'.

Reply ;   Ultimately, the subject matter is the nish-
prapancatva of Brahman. It is not the rejection of the prati-
bhasa of avidya, or of the products of avidya. From the
apprehension or realization of 'nishprapanca brahmatmata9
we derive by implication both the 'avidya nirasa' and the
'avidya karya nirasa'" Sach an implied meaning or dedu-
ction cannot constitute the very subject-matter.   For, if
the 'avidya pratibhasa' and the ^avidya karya pratibhasa9
were to be absent, then what is required is that which
can put an end to this ^rati bhasa\  And this cannot be
.presented by the sastra. "If 'Brahmatmavagati and avi-
dya nivritti are simultaneous, this simultaneity does not
arise from the activity of the word. As such you cannot
treat the 'avidya nivritti'  separately as the subject
matter^.

Objection : In the erroneous cognition we have the
'pratibhasa' of avidya and of its product, and this is nega-
ted later on. Yet the sentence 'this is silver' cannot be
taken to refer to the non-existent silver. Likewise, the sen-
tence like Tat tvam asi' might imply the 'nivritti' (cessa-
tion) of adhyasa which is the 'nishprapancatva\ Yet there
are other sentences like 'asthulam ananu'; and in these we
find 'saprapancatva' directly and they are actually predi-
cated of Brahman.